Overall, papers collected in this issue have highlighted some important points for consideration and future action among social workers and social work researchers. This is described in the following two sections.
Social work practice must be seen in light of social change
Over the last few decades, Latin American and European countries have undergone considerable, and in some cases unprecedented, social change that has had a considerable impact on the conditions of doing social work. However, all of the five Nordic countries are considered as more highly developed by the UNDP in terms of human development, and even the most equal of the Latin American countries are significantly more unequal than any of the Nordic countries.
Tønnessen concludes that inequality may very well be the most important challenge facing welfare development in Latin America. Despite this, some of the long-term concerns people have with regard to social and economic risks appear to be quite similar across the two regions, particularly with regard to our concern for economic security in old age.
Heitmann´s contribution examines the Brazilian context for social work. While recognizing that Brazil and much of the Latin American continent has a historical legacy of exploitation and inequality, Heitmann stresses the need to acknowledge the limits of a strictly egalitarian understanding of citizenship. Social inclusion ultimately rests on personal relations, and in Heitmann´s view, these should be seen as enabling rather than preventing social progress. As he stresses, because of a lack of satisfactory public structures and services in a Latin American context, informal personal relations have traditionally permeated many Latin American societies. This is also some of the background for the stronger emphasis on the responsibility of the family in Latin America. As a consequence, social workers in Brazil and other Latin American countries must be sensitive towards their relational contexts, and how their fight for universal rights affects the social circumstances of vulnerable groups.
Informal approaches, such as the Brazilian 'jeitinho' (i.e. pragmatically 'finding a way' to resolve issues, whether inside or outside the law) may sometimes be reconcilable with social justice, but raises difficult ethical questions about fairness and equality.
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Social work practice is context and welfare regime dependent
The perceptions of front-line social worker professionals are important, as they are the street level implementers of national and global social work policies (Lipsky, 2010) . The implementation of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989) is typical here, important for social workers as they adapt this to their national child protection and family/child welfare contexts. Social work is contextually dependant, with differing welfare regimes or regional differences having a significant impact on the practice of this profession (Healy & Oltedal, 2010) . Through comparing similarities and differences across social work practices in different contexts, the discipline is better understood.
Welfare regimes may be classified in numerous ways, e.g., social democratic, liberal and conservative systems (Esping-Andersen, 1990), or alternatively familiarized versus non-familiarized systems. In the latter, the balance between the responsibilities of family, state, market and civil society for the welfare of the individual and family unit are considered (Hantrais, 2004) . Defamiliarized regimes emphasize the intervention of the state, while familiarized regimes favour noninterventionist approaches and a reliance on strong family relationships. Cuba is an example of a familiarized welfare system existing within a country with a somewhat lower GDP (and lack of official data on inequality). In Cuba, social policies have tended to favour universalism and social solidarity, although the individual is today more reliant on the contribution of family or other social networks, and on informal income. This is the result of the state lacking the resources to fully satisfy the social needs of its citizens, thus forcing families to assume full or partial responsibility for services traditionally granted by the state. The situation has been formalized in recent social policy changes that promote the greater responsibility of the family (Peña, 2017) . Studies on conditions in Norway offer insight into how defamiliarized welfare systems working within low inequalities and high GDP states may function.
Oltedal et al. explore social work practices in the defamilialized Norway and the familialized Cuba. They find that Cuban social workers emphasize the family`s role in resolving cases, and that there is a cultural element related to the role of the family.
In Norway, the welfare state has more resources at its disposal, but here social workers refer instead to difficulties in coordination between services. Whereas individual professionals are held to account in Cuba, institutions are held accountable in Norway.
Discussion points
We introduced this editorial by identifying a lack of research into social worker perspectives in a Latin American context, and calling for a comparison of these with European social work practices, particularly those in the Nordic region. This is a task that is only begun in this special issue. Work remains to be done on countries in the two regions beyond those covered in this issue, and from supplementary theoretical and methodological angles. Even though our experience is that making these comparisons can be fruitful, researchers should not forget that in some cases national or local characteristics may outweigh continental ones.
When doing international comparisons, there is a temptation to merge the global North and the South into two discrete groups, and perhaps assume that they have more in common than they have in reality. 
